was not maintained so as to continuously dilute the methane
coming off the gob.

With regard to Greenwich's reliance on the Beckley Coal
Mining Company case, MSHA asserts that it is distinguishable
from the fact presented here, notwithstanding Greenwich's
arguments that 3.26 percent and .4 percent methane readings
are not in the "explosive range."  MSHA points out that
Greenwich conceded that 3 percent methane would cause them
concern, and that the mine had experienced a prior explosion,
and that it was "obviously" experiencing problems with meth-
ane and its ventilation.

Greenwich argues that the mixing point for bleeder evalu-
ation No. 14 was at the point shown on exhibit 0-3, as indi-
cated by its 1.3 percent methane reading.  MSHArs ventilation
specialist Kuzar agreed that this was the location where the
air coming off the gob would meet with the air coining off the
split from the main return (Tr. 96, exhibit 0-1).  He also
agreed that this location would be an acceptable spot to mea-
sure the methane pursuant to section 75.329 prior to the air
entering the other split, Mr. Kuzar conceded that the
1.3 percent methane reading at that location would indicate
that the ventilation was working effectively to dilute the
methane.  He also agreed that the 2.5 percent methane reading
at the location immediately outby the 1.5 percent reading
proves that the methane is being coursed out of the area to
the return and he stated that "there would be nothing wrong11
with doing it that way.

Mr. Kuzarfs disagreement lies in the fact that he
believes the proper location to test the air for methane
before it reached the mixing point and entered the return
split was at the established bleeder evaluation point No. 14,
which in this case was located approximately 70 feet from the
mixing point spot plaimed by Greenwich where it found 1.3 per-
cent methane, and inby the point where 2.5 percent methane
was found.  Since the methane found at the bleeder evaluation
point was'over 3.0 percent, Mr. Kuzar questioned the accuracy
of Greenwich's readings with respect to the air coming off
the gob because he believed that some of it was escaping down
the crosscut immediately outby the evaluation point.

Mr. Kuzar confirmed that MSHA has no written policy or
procedure concerning where to test for methane pursuant to
section 75.329, and he did not know for a fact that
Greenwich's ventilation plan required that all bleeder evalua-
tion points have methane readings of 2 percent or less.
Mr. Kuzar confirmed that MSHA's district No. 2 oral policy is
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